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ON CONDITIONAL UNIQUENESS OF SOLUTIONS TO

STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

ISTVÁN GYÖNGY AND NICOLAI V. KRYLOV

Abstract. This paper is a continuation of [26]. Here theorems on
conditional uniqueness and regularity for solutions to stochastic Navier-
Stokes equations in R

d are presented.

1. Introduction

The Navier-Stokes equations,

∂

∂t
u = ν∆− u(u) −∇p+Djfj + f, divu = 0 (1.1)

for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R
d, with initial condition

ut
∣

∣

t=0
= u0 (1.2)

for the evolution of the velocity and pressure fields u = (u1t (x), ..., u
d
t (x))

and p = pt(x), are among the most important equations in fluid dynamics
and are also among the most studied PDEs in the literature. Here ν is a
positive constant, u(u) = ujDju,

Djfj = ( ∂
∂xj f

1
j , ....,

∂
∂xj f

d
j ), f = (f1, ..., fd)

are given force fields for t ≥ 0 and x = (x1, ..., xd) ∈ R
d, and u0 = (u10, ..., u

d
0)

is a given velocity field on R
d such that div fj = divu0 = 0.

By the classical results of Hopf [27] and Leray [37] for any u0 ∈ H at least
one weak solution to (1.1)-(1.2) exists in the Hopf-Leray class,

W := L∞([0,∞),H) ∩ L2([0,∞),V)),

where
V := {u ∈W 1

2 (R
d,Rd) : div u = 0}

and H is the closure of V in L2(R
d,Rd). (See, e.g., [35], [36], [38], [50],

[21] and [48] for presentations of Leray and Hopf results and for further
developments.)

Due to a famous theorem of Ladyzhenskaya, the uniqueness of the weak
solution in this class is known when d = 2, and it is an open problem for
d ≥ 3. There is, however a considerable literature on conditional uniqueness
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2 I. GYÖNGY AND N.V. KRYLOV

of the solution under various criteria. The most well-known criterium is the
Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition, which requires that for a T > 0 the
Hopf-Leray weak solution be in the space Lp,q = Lp,q([0, T ] × R

d,Rd) such
that

d

p
+

2

q
≤ 1 for some p ∈ (d,∞] and q ∈ [2,∞), (1.3)

where Lp,q denotes the space of Rd-valued functions v on [0, T ] × R
d such

that

|v|qLp,q
:=

∫ T

0
|vt|

q
Lp
dt <∞.

Under this condition the uniqueness of the Hopf-Leray weak solution on
[0, T ] was proved by Prodi [47] and Serrin [49], and smoothness of the solu-
tion was obtained by Ladyzhenskaya [46].

Our aim in the present paper is to generalise the conditional uniqueness
result of Prodi and Serrin and to extend it stochastic Navier-Stokes equations
and to prove also a theorem on conditional regularity of their solutions. Our
condition is much weaker than the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condition
(see Corollary 2.3).

We will consider the following type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations,

du =
(

ν∆u− u(u) +∇p+Djfj + f
)

dt

+
(

σ∇u−∇q + h
)

◦ dw, divu = 0, (1.4)

ut
∣

∣

t=0
=u0, (1.5)

for the random velocity field u = (u1t (x), ..., u
d
t (x)), and pressure fields

p = pt(x) and q = qt(x) for t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ R
d, where w is a Hilbert

space-valued Wiener process, and ◦dwt indicates that the corresponding dif-
ferential is understood in the Stratonovich sense. As it was shown in [41]
and [42], equation (1.4) arises when one follows the classical scheme of New-
tonian fluid dynamics, assuming that instead of a deterministic dynamics,
the fluid particles satisfy the stochastic equation

dηt(x) = ut(ηt(x)) dt + σt(ηt(x)) ◦ dwt, η0(x) = x, x ∈ R
d.

In [44] the authors study the Cauchy problem (1.4)-(1.5) with a second order
elliptic differential operator instead of ∆, and with force fieldsDjfj, f and h,
which may depend also on u. They show the existence of a solution on some
filtered probability space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0, P ) carrying an Ft-Wiener process w
with values in a Hilbert space. Moreover, in d = 2 they show the existence
and uniqueness of a unique strong solution. The solution u = (ut)t∈[0,T ]

in [44] is understood as an H-valued weakly continuous Ft-adapted process
such that u ∈ L2([0, T ],V) (a.s.), and almost surely satisfies the equations
in a weak sense, similarly to the definition of a Hopf-Leray weak solution to
(1.1)-(1.2).

We consider for d ≥ 3 the type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations as in
[44]. Adapting the notion of admissible random functions from [28] and [26],
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we introduce the class of admissible solutions to them, see Definitions 2.1
and 2.2. Roughly speaking an admissible function u is function of (ω, t, x),
such that it can be decomposed as a sum of two functions, say uM and uB ,
such that uM , as a function of x ∈ R

d, belongs to the Morrey space Er,1 for
an r ∈ (2, d] and its Morrey norm is bounded by a constant, uniformly in
(t, ω). The other component, uB belongs to L2

(

[0, T ], L∞(Rd,Rd)
)

(a.s.).
First we show that an admissible solution has a modification which is

a (strongly) continuous H-valued function in t ∈ [0, T ] for every ω ∈ Ω.
This is Theorem 2.1 below. Then we present a theorem, Theorem 2.2 on
conditional uniqueness, which in the special case of equation (1.4) reads as
follows.

There is a positive constant N depending only d, r, such that if u is an ad-
missible solution with Morrey norm bounded by ν/N , then every admissible
solution coincides with u.

Hence, see Corollary 2.3, we get that if u is a solution such that u ∈ Lp,q

almost surely for a (p, q) satisfying the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-Serrin condi-
tion (1.3), then the uniqueness holds in the class of admissible solutions.
This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.2, since it turns out that
if u is a function from Lp,q (a.s.) such the condition (1.3) holds then u
is admissible and admits a Morrey component with Morrey norm bounded
by a positive constant as small as we wish. It is worth noting that the
admissible functions form an essentially larger space than Lp,q with (1.3).
Thus Theorem 2.2 generalises the result of Prodi and Serrin in the special
case of deterministic Navier-Stokes equations, i.e., when σ = 0, q = 0 and
h = 0, and extends that also to the type of stochastic Navier-Stokes equa-
tions (1.4)-(1.5). Under the conditions of Theorem 2.2 we present also a
result, Theorem 5.1, on conditional regularity of the solution, when u0 ∈ V
(a.s.), f = 0, and σ and h satisfy appropriate differentiability conditions. We
will prove further results on conditional regularity in the continuation of the
present paper.

Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations are also extensively studied in the lit-
erature. We mention here only a few publications concerning their theory,
starting with the pioneering paper [7], followed by [2], [11], [25] [10], [12],
[6], [14] and others on solvability of the equations in various set-ups and
approaches. Uniqueness results in d = 2 can be found, e.g., in [3], [40] [4],
[24], [44], [43]. Existence of local Lp-solutions to Navier-Stokes equations
with Lévy noise is studied in [45]. The existence and uniqueness of solutions
in an Lp setting for 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes with jump noise is inves-
tigated in [52], the local well-posedness in Lp-setting for 3D Navier-Stokes
equations with multiplicative cylindrical noise in the whole space is studied
in [30],

Existence and uniqueness of a global mild solution to random vorticity
equations associated to stochastic Navier-Stokes equations in d = 3 for small
initial vorticity is obtained in [5]. Theorems on ergodicity in d = 2 are pre-
sented in [19], [18], [33], [34], [9], [39], and a result on ergodicity in d=3
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is obtained [16]. Balance relations for randomly forced Navier-Stokes equa-
tions on the 2-dimensional torus are proved in [32]. In [1] well-posedness,
regularisation results for the solutions and blow-up criteria are established,
and a global well-posedness result with high probability for small initial
data, in critical spaces is proved for stochastic Navier–Stokes equations on
the d-dimensional torus for any d ≥ 2.

For a comprehensive treatise on stochastic fluid dynamics we refer to [22].
We conclude with notations used in the paper. Let C∞

0 (Rd,Rd) be the
space of Rd-valued compactly supported smooth functions on R

d and let D
denote its subspace consisting of the divergence-free functions. For integers
m ≥ 0 and p ≥ 1 we use the notation W

m
p = Wm

p (Rd,Rd) for the Sobolev

space of R
d-valued functions v = (v1, ..., vd) on R

d, which together with
their generalised derivatives up to order m are Lp-functions. We use also
the notation Lp for W0

p. Note that Wm
2 with the inner product

(u, v)Wm
2
:=

m
∑

|α|≤m

(Dαu,Dαu), u, v ∈ W
m
2

is a separable Hilbert space, where for any integer k ≥ 1 for R
k-valued

functions v and w on R
d we use the notation

(v,w) =

∫

Rd

vi(x)wi(x) dx

when the integral is well-defined. If B is a ball in R
d by |B| we mean its

volume and set

−

∫

B
f dx =

1

|B|

∫

B
f dx.

The derivatives of Dv of Rm-valued functions in x ∈ R
d we view as functions

with values in the m× d matrices, (Div
n) = (vni), and we treat the space of

m×d matrices as themd-dimensional Euclidean space as well. For functions
f on R

d, with values in a tensor space T, the notation |f |L2
is defined by

|f |2L2
=

∫

Rd

|f(x)|2T dx,

where |f(x)|T denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the tensor f(x).
Let H and V be the divergence free subspaces of L2 := W

0
2 and W

1
2,

respectively, i.e., H is the closure of D in L2, and

V := {u ∈ W
1
2 : div u = 0}.

Let S denote the orthogonal projection of L2 onto H, and define the operator
R = I − S, where I is the identity operator.

For functions ϕ and vector fields u = (u1, ..., ud) on R
d we use the nota-

tions

Diϕ =
∂

∂xi
ϕ, (i = 1, 2, ..., d), ∇ϕ = Dϕ = (D1ϕ, ...,Ddϕ),

ϕ(u) = ujDjϕ,
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Du for the Jacobian matrix (Du)ij = Dju
i, andD2u for the tensor (D2u)ijl =

DiDju
l, i, j, l = 1, 2, ..., d. Unless otherwise stated, thorough the paper we

use the summation convention with respect to repeated integer-valued in-
dices. Thus u(u) denotes the R

d-valued function

(ujDju
1, ujDju

2, ..., ujDju
d)

on R
d. For normed spaces B we use the notation ℓ2(B) for the space

of sequences c = (cn)
∞
n=1 of elements cn ∈ B, with the norm |c|ℓ2(B) =

(
∑

n |cn|
2
B)

1/2. We write ℓ2 instead of ℓ2(R).
All random elements in this paper are defined on a fixed filtered probabil-

ity space (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0, P ) carrying a sequence of independent Ft-Wiener
processes (wk)∞k=1. We assume that F is P -complete and that F0 contains
all the P -zero sets of F . We use the notation P for the predictable σ-algebra
on Ω× [0,∞). For a topological space S the notation B(S) means the Borel
σ-algebra on S.

2. Formulation of the main theorems

Consider the equations

dut =
(

Di(a
ij
t Djut + fit(ut)) + ft(ut,Dut)− ut(ut) −∇pt + γkit Diq

k
t

)

dt

+ (σikt Diut + hkt (ut)−∇qkt ) dw
k
t , divut = 0 (2.1)

on Ω× [0, T ]× R
d, with initial condition

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R
d (2.2)

for a velocity field u = (u1t (t, x), ..., u
d(t, x)) and pressure fields p = pt(x)

and q = (qkt (x))
∞
k=1 on Ω× [0, T ] × R

d.
We assume that
(i) the coefficient a = (akl) is R

d×d-valued, γi = (γik)∞k=1 is an ℓ2(R
d)-

valued and σi = (σik)∞k=1 is an ℓ2-valued P ⊗B(Rd) measurable function on

Ω× [0, T ] × R
d for each i = 1, 2, ..., d;

(ii) the functions fi and f are Rd-valued, fi is a P⊗B(Rd×R
d)-measurable

mapping on Ω×[0, T ]×R
d×R

d, and f is a P⊗B(Rd×R
d×R

d×d)-measurable
mapping on Ω× [0, T ]×R

d×R
d×R

d×d, for each i = 1, 2, ..., d. The function
h = (hk)∞k=1 is an ℓ2(R

d)-valued P ⊗ B(Rd × R
d)-measurable mapping on

Ω× [0, T ] × R
d × R

d.

Definition 2.1. A V-valued predictable process u = (ut)t∈[0,T ] is a solution
to (2.1)-(2.2) if u ∈ L2([0, T ],V)∩L∞([0, T ],H) (a.s.), and for each v ∈ V∩Ld
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(ut, v) =(u0, v) −

∫ t

0

[

(aijs Djus + fis(us),Div) + (us(us), v)
]

ds

+

∫ t

0
(γkis Diq

k
s + fs(us,Dus), v) ds

+

∫ t

0
(σjks Djus + hks(us), v) dw

k
s , (2.3)

holds for P ⊗ dt-almost every (ω, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ], where

∇qkt = R(σjkt Djut + hkt (ut)) P ⊗ dt⊗ dx-a.e. for every k ≥ 1. (2.4)

We call (ut)t∈[0,T ] an H-solution if it is an H-valued Ft-adapted continuous
process such that u ∈ L2([0, T ],V) (a.s.), and almost surely (2.3) holds for
all t ∈ [0, T ] and v ∈ V ∩ Ld, and (2.4) is satisfied.

Remark 2.1. We note that if Assumption 2.1 and (2.10) below hold for h,
then equation (2.4) ensures that for any solution u

Mk
t (ut)−∇qkt = SMk

t (ut) ∈ H (P ⊗ dt⊗ dx-a.e), for k = 1, 2, ...,

where

Mk
t (u) := σikt Diu+ gkt (u) for u ∈ V. (2.5)

Moreover, by equation (2.4) we have

γkiDiq
k = γki(RMk(u))i for each k ≥ 1, (2.6)

where (RMk(u))i is the i-th coordinate of RMk(u), which closes the equa-
tion (2.3) for u.

Remark 2.2. If q > 1 such that 1
q = 1

2 − 1
d , then

1
q + 1

2 + 1
d = 1 and thus

by Hölder’s inequality and by the Sobolev inequality |w|Lq ≤ N(d)|w|W 1

2

we

have

|(v(u), w)| ≤ |u|Lq |Dv|L2
|w|Ld

≤ N(d)|u|W1

2

|Dv|L2
|w|Ld

<∞

for any u, v, w ∈ W
1
2. Hence for (us(us), v) in (2.3) we have

∫ T

0
|(us(us), v)| ds ≤ N(d)|v|Ld

∫ T

0
|us|

2
W1

2

ds <∞ (a.s.) for any v ∈ Ld.

This is why test functions v from V ∩ Ld are used.

We make the following assumptions.

Assumption 2.1. (i) There is a constant δ > 0 such that

|a| ≤ δ−1,
(

aij − 1
2σ

ikσjk
)

λiλj ≥ δ|λ|2 for all λ ∈ R
d, ω, t, x. (2.7)

(ii) There is a nonnegative predictable process ϑt, t ∈ [0, T ], such that
∫ T

0
ϑ2t dt <∞
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and

|γt(x)|
2 :=

d
∑

i=1

∞
∑

k=1

|γkit (x)|2
Rd ≤ ϑ2t for all ω, t, x. (2.8)

Remark 2.3. Note that by Assumption 2.1 (i) we have

|σt|
2 =

d
∑

i=1

∞
∑

k=1

|σik|2 ≤ N2

for a nonnegative constant N = N(d, δ).

Assumption 2.2. There exist nonnegative predictable processes λ, κ and χ,
and nonnegative P⊗B(Rd)-measurable functions F and G on Ω× [0, T ]⊗R

d

such that
∫ T

0
(λ2t + χ2

t + κt) dt <∞,

∫ T

0
(|Ft|

2
L2

+ |Gt|L2
) dt <∞ (a.s.), (2.9)

and
(i) for all ω ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T ], x, u ∈ R

d and z ∈ R
d×d

|ft(x, u)| + |ht(x, u)| ≤ λt|u|+ Ft(x), (2.10)

|ft(x, u, z)| ≤ κt|u|+ χt|z|+Gt(x),

(ii) for all ω ∈ Ω, t ∈ [0, T ], x, ui ∈ R
d and zi ∈ R

d×d (i = 1, 2)

|ft(x, u1)− ft(x, u2)|+ |ht(x, u1)− ht(x, u2)| ≤ λt|u1 − u2|, (2.11)

|ft(x, u1, z1)− ft(x, u2, z2)| ≤ κt|u1 − u2|+ χt|z1 − z2|. (2.12)

Assumption 2.3. The initial condition u0 is an F0-measurable random
variable in H.

We assume d ≥ 3. To formulate our results we define the following class
of functions for a fixed ρ0 ∈ (0, 1], where we use the notation Bρ for the set

of balls in R
d with radius ρ.

Definition 2.2. A real-, vector-, or tensor-valued function f defined on
Ω × [0, T ] × R

d is called admissible if f = fM + fB for some P ⊗ B(Rd)-
measurable functions fM and fB, such that for some r ∈ (2, d] with a

constant f̂ and a nonnegative predictable function f̄ on Ω× [0, T ] we have

(

−

∫

Bρ

|fM (t, x)|r dx

)1/r

≤ f̂ρ−1 for Bρ ∈ Bρ and ρ ≤ ρ0, (2.13)

for all (ω, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ],

ess sup
Rd

|fBt (x)| ≤ f̄t for all (t, ω), and sup
Ω

∫ T

0
f̄2t dt <∞. (2.14)
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Observe that f(x) = |x|−1 satisfies (2.13) with finite f̂ for any r ∈ [1, d)
(and ρ0 = ∞).

For r ∈ [1,∞) and λ ≥ 0 we denote by Er,λ the Morrey space of functions

f on R
d with values in a Euclidean space, such that

|f |r,λ := sup
ρ∈(0,ρ0],B∈Bρ

ρλ

(

−

∫

Bρ

|f(x)|r dx

)1/r

<∞.

Then (2.13) means that |fM |r,1 ≤ f̂ .

We say that an R
d-valued function u is an admissible solution to (2.1)-

(2.2) if it is an admissible function and (ut)t∈[0,T ] is a solution to (2.1)-(2.2)
in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Theorem 2.1. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 (i) and 2.3 hold. Assume u is
an admissible solution to (2.1)-(2.2). Then u is an H-solution in the sense
that it has a P ⊗ dt-modification, denoted also by u, which is an H-solution.
Moreover,

E sup
t≤T

|e−ϕtut|
2
H + E

∫ T

0
αt|e

−ϕtut|
2
H dt+ E

∫ T

0
|e−ϕtut|

2
V dt ≤ NE|u0|

2
H

+NE

∫ T

0
|e−ϕtFt|

2
L2
dt+NE

∫ T

0
|e−ϕtFt|

2
L2
dt+NE

(

∫ T

0
|e−ϕtGt|L2

dt
)2
,

(2.15)
where N = N(d, δ) is a constant and

ϕt =

∫ t

0
αs ds, αs = N ′(λ2s + χ2

s + θ2s + κs) + µs

with a constant N ′ = N ′(δ) and any predictable process µ ≥ 0 such that
∫ T

0
µt dt <∞ for all ω ∈ Ω.

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 hold, and assume that u
and v are admissible solutions to (2.1)-(2.2) on [0, T ]. Then there exists a
(finite) constant N = N(d, r) > 0 such that if

min(û, v̂) < δ/N, (2.16)

then almost surely u(t) = v(t) for every t ∈ [0, T ].

Corollary 2.3. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 hold, and assume that u is a
solution to (2.1)-(2.2) such that almost surely

∫ T

0
|us|

q
Lp
ds <∞

for some d < p ≤ ∞ and 2 ≤ q < ∞ satisfying the Ladyzhenskaya-Prodi-
Serrin condition

d

p
+

2

q
≤ 1. (2.17)
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Then u is an H-solution, and if v is any admissible solution then for its
H-valued continuous modification, denoted also by v, we have that almost
surely ut = vt for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. We show (following Remark 7.1 in [26]) that u is admissible, with
û ≤ ε for as small ε > 0 as we wish, which by virtue of condition (2.16)
proves the corollary. Indeed, if p <∞ then let r = d and set

ζt = c
(

∫

Rd

|ut(x)|
p dx

)1/(p−d)
with a constant c,

and define uMt (x) = ut(x)1|ut(x)|≥ζt , u
B
t = ut − uMt = ut1|ut|≤ζt . Then for

any B ∈ Bρ and ε > 0

−

∫

B
|uMt (x)|d dx ≤ ζd−p

t −

∫

B
|ut(x)|

p dx ≤ N(d)cd−pρ−d ≤ ερ−d

for sufficiently large c = c(d, p, ε), and clearly, |uBt | ≤ ζt such that
∫ T

0
ζ2t dt = c2

∫ T

0
|ut|

2p/(p−q)
Lp

dt <∞, since 2p/(p − q) ≤ q.

If p = ∞ then we take uM = 0, uB = u, û = 0 and ūt := |ut|L∞
, and notice

that
∫ T

0
ū2t dt =

∫ T

0
|ut|

2
L∞

dt <∞ (a.s.), since q ≥ 2,

which completes the proof of the corollary. �

Remark 2.4. If u ∈ Ld,∞ (a.s.) then by the above calculations u is still
admissible for r = d, but to be able to apply the corollary we need further
conditions ensuring that the Morrey norm of uM is sufficiently small, uni-
formly in (ω, t). We remark that in the case d = 3 results on uniqueness and
smoothness for Hopf-Leray week solutions to deterministic Navier-Stokes
equations (1.1)-(1.2) (with f = 0, f = 0) are obtained in [20] when the
solutions belong to Ld,∞, and for any d ≥ 3 such results are proved in [17].

Remark 2.5. The case (d/p) + (2/q) < 1 in (2.17) is often called the sub-
critical case and (d/p) + (2/q) = 1 is called the critical case. In connection
with this we note that there are admissible functions u such that r < d and
uM (t, ·) 6∈ Lr+ε,loc no matter how small ε > 0 is. Thus Theorem 2.2 covers
examples also in the “supercritical” case.

3. Preliminaries

First we present a version of the Itô formula, Theorem 3.1 from [26]. To
this end let (V, (·, ·)V ) and (H, (·, ·)H ) be some separable Hilbert spaces such
that V continuously and densely embedded in H.

Assume we are given V -valued functions v, v∗, an H-valued function F ,
and an ℓ2(H)-valued function G = (Gk), which are predictable functions on
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Ω× [0,∞) such that
∫ T

0
|vt|

2
V + |v∗t |

2
V + |Gt|

2
ℓ2(H) dt+

∫ T

0
|Ft|H dt <∞ (a.s.) (3.1)

for any T ∈ (0,∞). Let v0 be an H-valued F0-measurable random variable,
and assumed that for every v ∈ V we have

(v, vt)H = (v, v0)H +

∫ t

0
[(v, v∗s )V + (v, Fs)H ] ds+

∫ t

0
(v,Gk

s )H dwk
s (3.2)

almost surely for dt-almost all t ∈ (0,∞). Then the following theorem holds.

Theorem 3.1. Under the above assumptions there exists a continuous H-
valued Ft-adapted process (ut)t≥0 such that

(i) ut = vt for P ⊗ dt-almost everywhere;
(ii) with probability one we have

(v, ut)H = (v, v0)H +

∫ t

0
[(v, v∗s )V + (v, fs)H ] ds +

∫ t

0
(v, gks )H dw

k
s (3.3)

for all v ∈ V and t ≥ 0;
(iii) with probability one

|ut|
2
H =|v0|

2
H + 2

∫ t

0
[(us, v

∗
s)V + (us, Fs)H + 1

2 |Gs|
2
ℓ2(H)] ds

+ 2

∫ t

0
(us, G

k
s)H dwk

s for all t ≥ 0. (3.4)

Lemma 3.2. If f is real-valued admissible function then
∫

Rd

|ft|
2|ϕ|2 dx ≤ Nf̂2

∫

Rd

|Dϕ|2 dx+

∫

Rd

(

Nρ−2
0 f̂2 + 2f̄2t

)

|ϕ|2 dx (3.5)

for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0 with a constant N = N(d, r).

This lemma follows from Lemma 3.5 of [29].
Define

b(u, v, w) :=

∫

Rd

uj(x)Djv
i(x)wi(x) dx (3.6)

for Rd-valued Borel functions u, v and w on R
d when the generalised deriva-

tives Djv
i are functions on R

d, and the integral is well-defined.

Corollary 3.3. (i) Let u be a R
d-valued admissible function and let v,w ∈

W
1
2 Then we have

b(ut, v, w) ≤ Nû(|Dv|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |v|L2
)|Dw|L2

+Nūt|Dv|L2
|w|L2

,

(ii) Let w be a R
d-valued admissible function and let v, u ∈ W

1
2. Then

b(ut, v, w) ≤ Nŵ(|Dv|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |v|L2
)|Du|L2

+Nw̄t|Dv|L2
|u|L2

,

where N is a constant depending only on d and r.
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Proof. It is easy to see that Lemma 3.2 holds also for all ϕ ∈ W 1
2 . Hence

using first the Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky inequality for the integral of

the product of functions ujtw
i and Djv

i and then applying (3.5) to |ujt |
2|wi|2

for each i, j, we obtain this corollary. We get (3.3) in the same way. �

Lemma 3.4. Let u be an R
d-valued admissible function and let v,w ∈ W

1
2.

Then for all (ω, t) we have |b(ut, v, w)| <∞. Moreover, if ut ∈ V then

b(ut, v, w) = −b(ut, w, v).

Proof. Clearly, |b(ut, v, w)| < ∞ by Corollary 3.3. For ε > 0 let ϕε ∈
C∞
0 (Rd,Rd) such that |vt−ϕε|W1

2

≤ ε. Then by integration by parts, by the

Leibniz rule and using that div ut = 0 we get
∫

Rd

ujtDjϕ
i
εw

i dx = −

∫

Rd

ϕi
εDj(w

iujt ) dx = −

∫

Rd

ujtDjw
iϕi

ε dx. (3.7)

By Corollary 3.3 we have

|b(ut, v − ϕε, w)| ≤ Nû(|Dv −Dϕε|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |v − ϕε|L2
)|Dw|L2

+Nūt|Dv −Dϕε|L2
|w|L2

,

which shows that

b(ut, ϕε, w) → b(ut, v, w) for ε→ 0.

In the same way we get limε→0 b(ut, w, ϕε) = b(ut, w, v). Thus letting ε→ 0
in (3.7) we finish the proof of the lemma. �

Corollary 3.5. Let u be an R
d-valued admissible function such that ut ∈ V

for all (ω, t). Then b(ut, v, v) = 0 for v ∈ W
1
2, (ω, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ].

Corollary 3.6. Let u and v be R
d-valued admissible function such that

ut ∈ V, and v,w ∈ W
1
2 for all (ω, t). Then

b(ut, v, w) ≤ Nv̂(|Dw|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |w|L2
)|Du|L2

+Nv̄t|Dw|L2
|ut|L2

with a constant N = N(d, r).

Proof. We use that b(ut, v, w) = −b(ut, w, v) and apply Corollary 3.3. �

4. Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let u be an admissible solution on [0, T ]. We set
H = H, V = V, denote the conjugate of V by V ∗ and the duality between
v ∈ V and v∗ ∈ V ∗ by 〈v, v∗〉. Note that v∗ ∈ V ∗ can be identified with
Qv∗ ∈ V such that 〈v, v∗〉 = (v,Qv∗)V holds for every v ∈ V , and thus
|v∗|V ∗ = |Qv|V .

We will apply Theorem 3.1 to prove Theorem 2.1. By definition of the
solution,

∫ T

0
|u(t)|2V dt <∞ (a.s.). (4.1)
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We are going to define v∗t ∈ V ∗, Ft ∈ H and Gt = (Gk
t ) ∈ ℓ2(H) by requiring

〈v, v∗t 〉 = −(aijt Djut + fit(ut),Div)− (uMjDjut, v), (4.2)

(v, Ft)H = (−uBj
t Dju+ ft(u,Du) + γkjt Djq

k
t , v) (4.3)

and

(v,Gk
t )H = (σjkt Djut + hkt (u), v) for k ≥ 1, (4.4)

respectively for all v ∈ V. By Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 (i) and Corollary 3.3 we
have

|(aijt Djut + fit(ut),Div)| ≤ (δ−1|Du|L2
+ λt|ut|L2

+ |Ft|L2
)|v|V ,

|(uMjDjut, v)| ≤ Nû(|Du|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |u|L2
)|v|V .

Hence we can see, noticing that
∫ T

0
λ2t |ut|

2
L2
dt ≤ ess sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ut|

2
L2

∫ T

0
λ2t dt <∞, (4.5)

that there is a predictable V ∗-valued process v∗, identified with the V -valued
process Qv∗ such that

∫ T

0
|v∗t |

2
V ∗ dt =

∫ T

0
|Qv∗t |

2
V dt <∞ (a.s.) (4.6)

and (4.2) holds. Using the definition of admissible functions and Assumption
(2.1) (i) we have

| − uBj
t Djut + ft(ut,Du)|L2

≤ ūt|Dut|L2
+ κt|ut|L2

+ χt|Dut|L2
+ |Gt|L2

,

where
∫ T

0
κt|ut|L2

dt ≤ ess sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ut|L2

∫ T

0
κt dt <∞ (a.s.), (4.7)

and by the Cauchy-Bunyakovsky-Schwarz inequality
∫ T

0
(ūt|Dut|L2

+ χt|Dut|L2
) dt <∞.

Using (2.6), Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 (i)

|γkit Diq
k
t |L2

= |γkit (RMk
t (ut))

i|L2
≤ ϑt

(

∞
∑

k=1

|RMk
t (ut))|

2
L2

)1/2

≤ ϑt

(

∞
∑

k=1

|Mk
t (ut)|

2
L2

)1/2
≤ N(ϑt|Dut|L2

+ ϑtλt|ut|L2
+ ϑt|Ft|L2

)

with a constant N = N(K, d). Notice that
∫ T

0
ϑtλt|ut|L2

dt ≤ ess sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ut|L2

∫ T

0
(ϑ2t + λ2t ) dt <∞ (a.s.). (4.8)
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Hence Ft := S
(

−uBj
t Djut+ft(ut,Du)+γ

ki
t Diq

k
t

)

, t ∈ [0, T ], is an H-valued
predictable process such that (4.3) holds and
∫ T

0
|Ft|H dt ≤

∫ T

0
| − uBj

t (Djut + ft(ut,Du) + γkit Diq
k
t |L2

dt <∞ (a.s.).

(4.9)
Notice that by Assumptions 2.1 (i), 2.2 (i) and Remark 2.3 we have

∑

k

|σikDiut + hkt (ut)|
2
L2

≤ N(|Dut|
2
L2

+ λ2t |ut|
2
L2
)

with N = N(δ, d), and by the definition of a solution and by (4.6)
∫ T

0
|Dut|

2
L2

+ λ2t |ut|
2
L2

≤

∫ T

0
|Dut|

2
L2
dt+ ess sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ut|

2
L2

∫ T

0
λ2t dt <∞ (a.s.).

Hence, because the operator norm of S is 1,

Gt = (Gk
t )

∞
k=1 := (S(σikDiut + hkt (ut)))

∞
k=1, t ∈ [0, T ],

is an ℓ2(H)-valued predictable process such that
∫ T

0
|Gt|

2
ℓ2(H) dt <∞ (a.s.), (4.10)

and (4.4) holds. For v ∈ V the convolution v(ε) = v ∗kε belongs to V ∩Ld for
ε > 0, and limε→0 |v − vε|V = 0, when kε = ε−dk(·/ε). and k ∈ C∞

0 (R,Rd)
has compact support and unit integral. This shows that V ∩ Ld is dense in
V. Hence, due to (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), (4.6), (4.9) and the definition of the
solution, we have (3.1) and (3.2). Thus we can apply Theorem 3.1 to get
that a P⊗dt-modification of u, denoted also by u, is an H-valued continuous
process and almost surely

|ut|
2
H = |u0|

2
H − 2

∫ t

0

[(

aijs Dius + fs(us),Djus
)

+
(

us(us), us
)]

ds

+2

∫ t

0

(

fs(us,Dus) + γkjs Djus, us
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

∑

k

∣

∣S
(

σiks Dius + hs(us)
)
∣

∣

2

H
ds+mt (4.11)

holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], where

mt = 2

∫ t

0

(

σikDius + hks(us), us
)

dwk
s .

To show the estimate (2.15) we may assume that the expression on right-
hand side of (2.15) is finite. First note that by Corollary 3.5 we have

(ut(ut), ut) = 0 (P ⊗ dt-a.e). (4.12)

Then use that Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2 (i) to get

Is := −2
(

aijs Dius − 2fs(us),Djus
)

− 2
(

fs(us,Dus) + 2γkjs Djus, us
)



14 I. GYÖNGY AND N.V. KRYLOV

≤ −2
(

aijs Dius,Djus
)

+ 2λs|us|L2
|Dus|L2

+ 2|Fs|L2
|Dus|L2

+2κs|us|
2
L2

+ 2χs|Dus|L2
|us|L2

+2|Gs|L2
|us|L2

+ 2ϑs|Dus|L2
|us|L2

≤ −2
(

aijs Dius,Djus
)

+ δ
2 |Dus|

2
L2

+N(λ2s + χ2
s + ϑ2s + κs)|us|

2
L2

+|Fs|
2
L2

+ 2|Gs|L2
|us|L2

, (4.13)

and

Js :=
∑

k

|S
(

σiks Dius + hks(us)
)
∣

∣

2

H
≤
∑

k

∣

∣σiks Dius + hks(us)
∣

∣

2

L2

≤
(

σiks σ
ik
s Dius,Djus

)

+ 2
∣

∣

(

σiks Dius, h
k
s (us)

)
∣

∣+
∑

k

∣

∣hks(us)
∣

∣

2

L2

≤
(

σiks σ
ik
s Dius,Djus

)

+ δ
2 |Dus|

2
L2

+Nλ2s|us|
2
L2

+N |Fs|
2
L2

(4.14)

with a constant N = N(d, δ). Note that by Assumption 2.1 we have
(

(2aijs − σikσjk)Dius,Djus
)

≥ 2δ|us|
2
L2
.

Thus, by (4.13) and (4.14) we get

Is + Js ≤ −δ|Dus|
2
L2

+N(λ2s + χ2
s + ϑ2s + κs)|us|

2
L2

+N |Fs|
2
L2

+ 2|Gs|L2
|us|L2

,

Using this and (4.12), from (4.11) we obtain

d|ut|
2
L2

≤
(

− δ|Dut|
2
L2

+N(λ2t + χ2
t + ϑ2t + κt)|ut|

2
L2

)

dt

(N |Ft|
2
L2

+ 2|Gt|L2
|ut|L2

) dt+ dmt (4.15)

with a constant N = N(δ). Hence

d|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

≤
(

− δ|e−ϕtDut|
2
L2

− αt|e
−ϕtut|

2
L2

)

dt

+
(

N |e−ϕtFt|
2
L2

+ 2e−2ϕ|ut|L2
|Gt|L2

)

dt+ e−2ϕt dmt.

From this, by standard stopping time argument and the using Hölder’s and
Young’s inequalities we get

E|e−ϕT∧τuT∧τ |
2
L2

+ δE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsDus|

2
L2 ds+ E

∫ T∧τ

0
αs|e

−ϕsus|
2
L2
ds

≤ E|u0|
2
L2

+NE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds+2E

∫ T∧τ

0
e−2ϕs |us|L2

|Gs|L2
ds (4.16)

and

E sup
t≤T∧τ

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

≤ E|u0|
2
L2

+ E

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds

+2E

∫ T∧τ

0
e−2ϕs |us|L2

|Gs|L2
ds+ E sup

t≤T∧τ

∫ t

0
e−2ϕs dms

≤ E|u0|
2
L2

+ E

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds+ 1

4E sup
t≤T∧τ

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2
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+4
(

E

∫ T∧τ

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2

+ E sup
t≤T∧τ

∫ t

0
e−2ϕs dms (4.17)

for any stopping time τ ≤ T . By the Davis inequality, Hölder’s and Young’s
inequalities we have

E sup
t≤T∧τ

∫ t

0
e−2ϕs dms ≤ 6E

(

∫ T∧τ

0
e−4ϕsJs|us|

2
L2
ds
)1/2

≤ 1
8E sup

t≤T∧τ
|e−ϕsus|

2
L2

+NE

∫ T∧τ

0
e−2ϕJs ds. (4.18)

By (4.14) and using (4.16), for the last term here we get

NE

∫ T∧τ

0
e−2ϕJs ds

≤ N1

∫ T∧τ

0

(

|e−ϕsDus|
2
L2

+ λ2s|e
−ϕsus|

2
L2

+ |e−ϕsFs|
2
L2

)

ds

≤ N1E|u0|
2
L2

+N2E

∫ t∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds+N2E

∫ t∧τ

0
e−2ϕs |us|L2

|Gs|L2
ds

≤ N1E|u0|
2
L2

+N2E

∫ t∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds

+ 1
16E sup

t≤T∧τ
|e−ϕsus|

2
L2

+N3E
(

∫ t∧τ

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2

with constants N1, N2 and N3 depending only on d and δ. Consequently,
combining this with (4.18), from (4.17) we get

E sup
t≤T∧τ

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

≤ NE|u0|
2
L2

+NE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds

+NE
(

∫ T∧τ

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2

+ 1
2E sup

t≤T∧τ
|e−ϕtut|

2
L2

for every stopping time τ ≤ T . Taking here in place of τ the stopping times

τn = inf{t ∈ [0, T ] : |ut|L2
≥ n} ∧ τ

for integers n ≥ 1, we get

E sup
t≤T∧τn

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

≤ 2NE|u0|
2
L2

+ 2NE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds

+2NE
(

∫ T∧τ

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2
.

Letting here n→ ∞ by Fatou’s lemma we obtain

E sup
t≤T∧τ

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

≤ 2NE|u0|
2
L2

+ 2NE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds

+2NE
(

∫ T∧τ

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2
. (4.19)



16 I. GYÖNGY AND N.V. KRYLOV

We use this to estimate the last term in (4.16) as

2E

∫ T∧τ

0
e−2ϕs |us|L2

|Gs|L2
ds

≤ E sup
t≤T∧τ

|e−ϕtut|
2
L2

+ E
(

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsGs|L2

ds
)2

≤ NE|u0|
2
L2

+NE

∫ T∧τn

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds+NE

(

∫ T∧τn

0
e−ϕs |Gs|L2

ds
)2
.

Thus from (4.16) we get

E|e−ϕT∧τut∧τ |
2
L2

+ E

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsDus|

2
L2 ds +E

∫ T∧τ

0
αs|e

−ϕsus|
2
L2
ds

≤ NE|u0|
2
L2

+NE

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsFs|

2
L2
ds+ 2E

(

∫ T∧τ

0
|e−ϕsGs|L2

ds
)2

with a constant N = N(d, δ). Combining this with (4.19) we obtain the
estimate (2.15) with any stopping time τ ≤ T in place of T .

�

Proof of Theorem 2.2. For u = u− v we have that for each ϕ ∈ V ∩ L
d

(ut, ϕ) = −

∫ t

0

[

(aijs Djus + fis(us)− fis(vs),Diϕ) + (us(us) − vs(vs), ϕ)
]

ds

+

∫ t

0
(fs(us,Dus)− fs(vs,Dvs), ϕ) ds

+

∫ t

0

(

γkis
(

R
(

Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs)
))i
, ϕ
)

ds

+

∫ t

0
(σiks Dius + hks(us)− hks(vs), ϕ) dw

k
s (4.20)

holds for P ⊗ dt-a.e. (ω, t) ∈ [0, T ], where Mk
s (·) is defined in (2.5). As in

the proof of Theorem 2.1, we set V := V, H := H, use the notation V ∗ and
H∗ for their conjugate spaces, 〈·, ·〉 for the duality product between V and
V ∗, and will use Theorem 3.1. In the same fashion as a similar statement
in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is established, we can show the existence of a
V ∗-valued predictable process v∗ such that

∫ T

0
|v∗|2V ∗ ds <∞ (a.s.),

and for all ϕ ∈ V

〈ϕ, v∗s 〉 = −(aijDjus + fis(us)− fis(vs),Diϕ)− (uMi
s Dius − vMi

s Divs, ϕ)

holds for all (ω, t). Moreover, we can verify that

Fs := S
(

vBi
s Divs − uBi

s Dius + fs(us,Dus)− fs(vs,Dvs)
)

+S
(

γkis
(

R
(

Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs))
)i
)

, t ∈ [0, T ]
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and Gt = (Gk
t )

∞
k=1, defined by

Gk
t := S

(

σikDius + hks(us)− hks(vs)
)

are H-valued and ℓ2(H)-valued predictable processes such that
∫ T

0

[

|Gt|
2
ℓ2(H) + |Fs|H

]

ds <∞ (a.s.).

Hence, because V ∩ Ld is dense in V , by virtue of (4.20) we get (3.2) (with
ut in place of vt) for all v ∈ V . Thus we can use Theorem 3.1 to get that
u = (ut)t∈[0,T ] has an H-valued continuous P ⊗dt-modification, denoted also
by u, such that almost surely

|ut|
2
L2

=− 2

∫ t

0

(

aijDjus + fis(us)− fis(vs),Djus

)

ds

− 2

∫ t

0
b(us, us, us)− b(vs, vs, us) ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(

f(us,Dus)− f(vs,Dvs), us
)

ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(

γkis
(

R(Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs))
)i
, us
)

ds

+

∫ t

0

∑

k

∣

∣

∣
S
(

σiks Dius + hks(us)− hks(vs)
)

∣

∣

∣

2

H
ds+mt (4.21)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], where

mt = 2

∫ t

0

(

σiks Dius + hks(us)− hks(vs), us
)

dwk
s .

By Assumption 2.2 (ii), using Young’s inequality

−2
(

aijs Djus + fis(us)− fis(vs),Djus
)

≤ −2
(

aijs Djus,Dius
)

+ δ
2 |Dus|

2
L2

+N1λ
2
s|us|

2
L2

(4.22)

with a constant N1 = N1(δ). To estimate the absolute value of

I := b(vs, vs, us)− b(us, us, us)

note first that without loss of generality we may assume that û ≤ v̂. Using
the linearity in the first two arguments of the trilinear functional b, we have
the identity

I = I1 + I2 + I3,

with I1 = −b(us, us, us), I2 = b(us, us, us), I3 := −b(us, us, us). Using Corol-
laries 3.5 and 3.6 we have I1 = I2 = 0 and

2|I| = 2|I3| ≤ Nû(|Dus|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |u|L2
)|Dus|L2

+Nūs|Dus|L2
|us|L2

≤ Nû|Dus|
2
L2

+ δ
4 |Dus|

2
L2

+N1(û
2 + ū2s)|us|

2
L2

(4.23)
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with constants N = N(d, r) and N1 = N1(d, r, δ, ρ0). By (2.12), using the
Cauchy-Schwarz-Bunyakovsky and the Young inequalities we have

2
(

f(us,Dus)− f(vs,Dvs), us
)

≤ 2
(

κs|us|L2
+ χs|Dus|L2

)

|us|L2

≤ δ
8 |Dus|

2
L2

+N2(κs + χ2
s)|us|

2
L2

(4.24)

with a constant N2 = N2(δ). Moreover,

Ks :=
(

γkis
(

R(Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs))
)i
, us

)

≤ ϑs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R
(

(Ms(us)−Mt(vs))
∣

∣

ℓ2(Rd)
|us|
∣

∣

∣

L1

ϑs

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R
(

(Ms(us))−Ms(vs))
∣

∣

ℓ2(Rd)

∣

∣

∣

L2

|us|L2
.

Since the operator norm of R is 1, we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R
(

(Ms(us))−Ms(vs))
∣

∣

ℓ2(Rd)

∣

∣

∣

2

L2

=

∞
∑

k=1

∣

∣R
(

Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs)
)
∣

∣

2

L2

≤
∞
∑

k=1

∣

∣Mk
s (us)−Mk

s (vs)
∣

∣

2

L2

= ||Ms(us)−Ms(vs)|ℓ2(Rd)

∣

∣

2

L2

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣|σisDius|Rd

∣

∣

ℓ2
+ |hs(us)− hs(vs)|ℓ2(Rd)

∣

∣

∣

2

L2

.

Hence by Remark 2.3 and condition (2.11), we obtain

Ks ≤ ϑsN
∣

∣|Dus|+ λs|us|
∣

∣

L2

|us|L2

≤ δ
16 |Dus|

2
L2

+N ′(ϑ2s + λ2s)|us|
2
L2

(4.25)

with constants N and N ′ depending only on d and δ. Since the operator
norm of S is 1, by Assumption 2.1 and condition (2.11), using the Cauchy-
Schwarz-Bunyakovsky and the Young inequalities we have

∑

k

∣

∣

∣
S
(

σiks Dius + hks(us)− hks(vs)
)

∣

∣

∣

2

H

≤
∑

k

∣

∣

∣
σiks Dius + hks(us)− hks(vs)

∣

∣

∣

2

H

≤ (σiks σ
jk
s Dius,Djus) +

δ
32 |Dus|

2
L2

+Nλ2s|us|
2
L2

(4.26)

with a constant N = N(d, δ). Consequently, by virtue of the estimates
(4.22) through (4.26) and taking into account that

−
(

(2aij − σikσjk)Djus,Dius
)

≤ −2δ|Dus|
2
L2
,

from (4.21) we get

d|ut|
2
L2

≤ −(δ −Nû)|Dut|
2 dt+ ζt|ut|L2

dt+ dmt,

where N = N(d, r) is a constant, and

ζt = N ′(û+ ū2t + λ2t + χ2 + ϑ2t + κt)
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with a constant N ′ = N ′(d, r, δ, ρ0). Set

φt :=

∫ t

0
ζs ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then for û ≤ δ/N we have

e−φt |ut|
2
L2

≤

∫ t

0
e−φsdms =: m′

t, t ∈ [0, T ].

Here m′ = (m′
t)t∈[0,T ] is a nonnegative local martingale starting from 0.

Then almost surely m′
t = 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ], which finishes the proof of the

theorem. �

5. On W 1
2 -regularity of admissible solutions

Let u be an H-solution to (2.1)-(2.2) in [0, T ], and consider the system of
equations

dvt =
(

Di(a
ij
t Djvt + fit(ut)) + ft(ut,Dut)− vt(ut) −∇pt + γkit Diq

k
t

)

dt

+ (σikt Divt + hkt (ut)−∇qkt ) dw
k
t , div vt = 0 (5.1)

on Ω× [0, T ]× R
d, with initial condition

v0(x) = u0(x), x ∈ R
d, (5.2)

for v = (v1t (t, x), ..., v
d(t, x)), where

∇qkt = R(σjkt Djvt + hkt (ut)) P ⊗ dt⊗ dx-a.e. for every k ≥ 1. (5.3)

Like the H solution u to (2.1)-(2.2) is defined, we say that v is an H-
solution to (5.1)-(5.2) if it is an H-valued continuous Ft-adapted process,

∫ T

0
|vt|

2
V <∞ (a.s.),

and almost surely

(vt, ψ) =(u0, ψ)−

∫ t

0

[

(aijs Djvs + fis(us),Diψ) + (vs(us), ψ)
]

ds

+

∫ t

0

[

(γkis R(σjks Djvs + hks(us))
i + fs(us,Dus), ψ)

]

ds

+

∫ t

0
(σjks Djvs + hks(us), ψ) dw

k
s , (5.4)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ψ ∈ V.
Clearly, u is an H-solution to (5.1)-(5.2). We are going to use this to raise

the regularity of u. To this end we make the following additional assumption.
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Assumption 5.1. There exist constants Ki (i=1,2,3), a nonnegative pre-
dictable process θ = θt and a nonnegative P ⊗ B(Rd)-measurable function
H = Ht(x) on Ω× [0, T ] × R

d, such that
∫ T

0
θ2t dt <∞,

∫ T

0
|Ht|

2
L2
dt <∞ (a.s.),

and for all (ω, t) we have

(i) aijt and σi (as an ℓ2-valued function) are continuously differentiable in
x ∈ R

d for each i, j = 1, 2, ..., d such that
∑

ij

|Daijt |
2
Rd +

∑

i

|Dσi|2ℓ2(Rd) ≤ θ2t , and
∑

k

∑

i

|γkit |2
Rd ≤ K1,

for all x ∈ R
d;

(ii) the ℓ2(R
d)-valued function ht = ht(x, u) is continuously differentiable in

(x, u) ∈ R
d × R

d, and the partial derivatives ∂xht and ∂uht take values in
l2 := ℓ2(R

d×d) such that for all (x, u);

|∂xht(x, u)|l2 ≤ θtu+ Ht(x), |∂uht(x, u)|l2 ≤ K2;

(iii) for all (x, u, z) ∈ R
d × R

d × R
d×d

|ft(x, u, z)|Rd ≤ θt|u|Rd +K3|z|Rd×d + Ht(x).

Theorem 5.1. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 and 5.1 hold with f = 0. Let u
be an admissible solution to (2.1)-(2.2) such that u0 ∈ V (a.s.). Then there
is a constant N = N(r, d) > 0 such that if û ≤ δ/N then u = (ut)t∈[0,T ] is a

continuous V-valued Ft-adapted process such that u ∈ L2([0, T ],W
2
2) (a.s.).

To prove this theorem first we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 (i) and 2.3 hold. Let u be an
admissible R

d-valued function, such that

u ∈ L∞([0, T ],L2) ∩ L2([0, T ],W
1
2) (a.s.). (5.5)

Then there is a constant N = N(d, r) > 0 such that if û ≤ δ/N then (5.1)-
(5.2) has a unique H-solution v = (vt)t∈[0,T ].

Proof. We are going to cast the above system of equations into a stochastic
evolution equation of the type considered in [26]. For this reason set V := V,
H := H, and for every (ω, t) define the linear operators At : V → V ∗ and
Bt = (Bk

t )
∞
k=1 : V → ℓ2(H) by requiring

〈ϕ,Atv〉 = −
(

ϕ, uMi
t Div +N0ρ

−2
0 û2v + δv

)

− (Diϕ, a
ij
t Djv)

(ϕ,Bk
t v)H =

(

ϕ, σikt Div
)

, k = 1, 2, ..., (5.6)

where (·, ·) and (·, ·)H are the scalar products in L2 and in H, respectively,
and N0 = N0(d, r) is a constant, specified later. By Lemma 3.2

(ϕ, uMi
t Div) ≤ |uMi

t ϕ|L2
|Div|L2

≤ Nû(|Dϕ|L2
+ ρ−1

0 |ϕ|L2
)|v|H
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with a constant N = N(d, r), and

(Diϕ, a
ij
t Djv) ≤ N |Dϕ|L2

|Dv|L2
,

∞
∑

k=1

∣

∣(ϕ, σikt Div)
∣

∣

2
≤ N2|ϕ|2H |Dv|2L2

with a constant N = N(d, δ). Thus At and Bt are bounded linear operators
mapping V into V ∗ and ℓ2(H), respectively, and their operator norms are
bounded by N(d, r, ρ0, δ, û) and N(d, δ), respectively. Moreover, for v ∈ V

〈v,Atv〉 ≤ −(Div, a
ij
t Djv)− (N0ρ

−2
0 û2 + δ)|v|2H

+(δ/2)|Dv|2L2
+N1û|Dv|

2
L2

+N2ρ
−2
0 û2|v|2H (5.7)

with constants N1 = N1(d, r) and N2 = N2(d, r, δ). From (5.6)

|Btv|
2
ℓ2(H) ≤ ||σitDiv|ℓ2(Rd)|

2
L2
.

Combining this with (5.7) we get

2〈v,Atv〉+ |B·
tv|

2
ℓ2(H) ≤ −

(

(2aij − σikσjk)Djv,Div
)

−2(N0ρ
−2
0 û2 + δ)|v|2H + δ|Dv|2L2

+ 2N1û|Dv|
2
L2

+ 2N2ρ
−2
0 û2|v|2H

for v ∈ V . Hence using Assumption 2.1 (i) and taking N0 := N2, for û ≤
δ/(2N1) we have

2〈v,Atv〉+ |B·
tv|

2
ℓ2(H) ≤ −δ|v|2V for v ∈ V . (5.8)

Define for each (ω, t) the linear operators at : V → H and ct : H → H such
that for all ϕ ∈ V and v ∈ H

(ϕ,atv)H =(ϕ,−uBi
t Div + γki(R(σjkt Djv)

i)

(ϕ,ctv)H =
(

ϕ,N0ρ
−2
0 v + δv

)

.

Using the admissibility of u, condition (2.8) and that the operator norm of
R : L2 → L2 is 1, we get

(ϕ,−uBi
t Div + γki(R(σjkt Djv)

i) ≤ N(ūt + ϑt)|ϕ|L2
|Dv|L2

,

and clearly,

(ϕ,N0ρ
−2
0 v + δv

)

≤ (N0ρ
−2
0 v + δ)|ϕ|L2

|v|L2
.

Hence at : V → H and ct : H → H are bounded operators, and for their
operator norms, |at|a and |ct|c we have

∫ T

0

(

|at|
2
a + |ct|c

)

dt <∞ (a.s.). (5.9)

Finally for each (ω, t) we define F ∗
t ∈ V ∗, Ft ∈ H and Gt = (Gk

t ) ∈ ℓ2(H)
such that

〈ϕ,F ∗
t 〉 = (Diϕ, f

i
t(ut)), (ϕ,Ft)H = (ϕ, ft(ut,Dut)),

(ϕ,Gk
t )H = (ϕ, hkt (ut)), k = 1, 2, ....,
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for ϕ ∈ V . By Assumption 2.2 (i),

(Diϕ, f
i
t(ut)) ≤ N |ϕ|V (λt|ut|L2

+ |Ft|L2
),

(ϕ, ft(ut,Dut)) ≤ N |ϕ|H
(

κt|ut|L2
+ χt|Dut|L2

+ |Gt|L2

)

,

with a constant N = N(d), and

∞
∑

k=1

|(ϕ, hkt (ut))|
2 ≤ N |ϕ|2L2

(λ2t |ut|
2
L2

+ |Ft|
2
L2
).

Hence, due to (2.9) and (5.5) it is easy to check that
∫ T

0

(

|F ∗
t |

2
V ∗ + |Gt|

2
ℓ2(H) + |Ft|H

)

dt <∞ (a.s.). (5.10)

Consider now the stochastic evolution equation

dvt = (Atvt+atvt+ctvt+F
∗
t +Ft) dt+(Bk

t vt+G
k
t ) dw

k
t , t ∈ (0, T ] (5.11)

vt
∣

∣

t=0
= u0. (5.12)

Then we can see that v = (vt)t∈[0,T ] is a H-solution to (5.1)-(5.2) if and
only if it is an H-solution to (5.11)-(5.12). Due to (5.8), (5.9) and (5.10) we
can apply Theorem 5.1 in [26] to get that there is a unique H-solution to
(5.1)-(5.2), which finishes the proof of the proposition. �

Proof of Theorems 5.1. Now we set H = V, and let V be the subspace of
divergence free functions of W2

2. If h ∈ V then h(ε), the convolution of h
with kε = ε−dk(·/ε) for a smooth function on R

d with compact support and

of unit integral, belongs to V for every ε > 0, and h(ε) → h in H as ε → 0.
This shows that V is a dense subset of H. It is also separable, as a closed
subspace of the separable Hilbert space W2

2. Define for each (ω, t) the linear
operators

At : V → V ∗ and Bt : V → ℓ2(H)

by requiring

〈ϕ,Atv〉 = −
(

(1−∆)ϕ, uMi
t Div

)

−
(

(1−∆)ϕ,N0(ρ
−2
0 û2 + 1)v

)

−
(

(1−∆)ϕ, δv
)

− (Diϕ, a
ij
t Djv)− (DkDiϕ, a

ij
t DkDjv), (5.13)

and

(ϕ,Bk
t v)H =

(

ϕ, σikt Div
)

+
(

Dlϕ, σ
ik
t DlDiv

)

for k = 1, 2..., (5.14)

to hold for any ϕ, v ∈ V , where (·, ·) and (·, ·)H are the scalar products in
L2 and in H, respectively, and N0 = N0(d, r) is a constant, specified later.

Note that by Lemma 3.2

((∆− 1)ϕ, uMi
t Div) ≤ |ϕ|V |u

Mi
t Div|L2

≤ Nû|ϕ|V (|D
2v|L2

+ ρ−1
0 |Dv|L2

),

with N = N(d, r), and clearly,

−(Diϕ, a
ij
t Djv)− (DkDiϕ, a

ij
t DkDjv) ≤ N |ϕ|V |v|V
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with a constant N = N(d, δ). Hence it is easy to see that At is a bounded
linear operator from V into V ∗ with operator norm bounded by a constant
N depending only on d, r, δ, ρ0 and û. Moreover, for v ∈ V

〈v,Atv〉 ≤ −(Div, a
ij
t Djv)− (DkDiv, a

ij
t DkDjv)− (N0ρ

−2
0 û+N0)|v|

2
H

−δ|v|2H + (δ/8)|v|2V +N1û|v|
2
V +N2ρ

−2
0 û2|v|2H (5.15)

with constants N1 = N1(d, r) and N2 = N2(d, r, δ). Note also that
∞
∑

k=1

|
(

ϕ, σikt Div
)

+
(

Dlϕ, σ
ik
t DlDiv)

)

|2

≤ 2|ϕ|2H

(

∑

k

|σikt Div|
2
L2

+
∑

k

|σikt DlDiv)|
2
L2

)

≤ N |v|2H(|Dv|2L2
+ |D2v|L2

) ≤ N |v|2H |v|2V

with a constant N = N(d, δ), which shows that Bt = (Bk
t ) is bounded linear

map from V into ℓ2(H), with operator norm bounded by N . From (5.14)
we get

|Btv|
2
H ≤

∞
∑

k=1

|σikt Div|
2
L2

+

∞
∑

k=1

d
∑

j=1

|σikt DjDiv|
2
L2

+ δ
2 |D

2v|2L2
+N3|Dv|

2
L2

with a constant N3 = N3(d, δ). Combining this with (5.15) and using that
due to Assumption 2.1

−2(Div, a
ij
t Djv)− 2(DkDiv, a

ij
t DkDjv)

+
∑

k

|σikDiv|
2
L2

+
∑

k

∑

j

|σikDjDiv|
2
L2

≤ −2δ(|Dv|2L2
+ |D2v|L2

),

we obtain
2〈v,Atv〉+ |B·

tv|
2
ℓ2(H) ≤ −δ(|Dv|2L2

+ |D2v|2L2
)

+2N2ρ
−2
0 û2|v|2H + 2N1û|v|

2
V +N3|v|

2
H − 2N0(ρ

−2
0 û2 + 1)|v|2H − 2δ|v|2H

Hence for N0 = N3 +N2 and N1û ≤ δ/2 we get

2〈v,Atv〉+ |B·
tv|

2
ℓ2(H) ≤ −(δ/2)|v|2V (5.16)

for v ∈ V .
Next, we define the linear operators a∗

t : H → V ∗, ct : H → H and
bt : H → ℓ2(H) by requiring that for all ϕ ∈ V and v ∈ H

〈ϕ,a∗
t v〉 =− ((1−∆)ϕ, uBi

t Div)L2
− (DkDiϕ,Dka

ij
t Djv)L2

+
(

(1−∆)ϕ, γki(RσjkDjv)
i
)

,

(ϕ,bk
t v)H =(Dlϕ,Dlσ

ik
t Div)L2

,

(ϕ,ctv)H =
(

(1−∆)ϕ,N0(ρ
−2
0 û2 + 1)v + δv

)

L2

hold. Due to Assumption 5.1 and that u is admissible, we have

((1−∆)ϕ, uBi
t Div) + (DkDiϕ,Dka

ij
t Djv)L2

≤ N(ūt + θt)|ϕ|V |v|H ,



24 I. GYÖNGY AND N.V. KRYLOV

(

(1−∆)ϕ, γki(R
(

σjkt Djv)
)i
)

≤ K1|ϕ|V

(

∞
∑

k=1

|R(σjkt Djv)|
2
L2

)1/2

≤ K1|ϕ|V

(

∞
∑

k=1

|σjkt Djv|
2
L2

)1/2
≤ NK1|ϕ|V |v|H ,

∑

k

|(Dlϕ,Dlσ
ik
t Div)L2

|2 ≤ Nθ2t |ϕ|
2
V |v|

2
H

with a constant N = N(d, δ) and with the constant K1 and process θ from
Assumption 5.1. Clearly,

|ctv|H ≤ (N0ρ
−2
0 û2 +N0 + δ)|v|H .

Consequently, at, a
∗
t , bt and ct are bounded linear operators for every (ω, t),

and their operator norms, |a∗
t |, |bt| and |ct|, satisfy

∫ T

0

[

|a∗
t |
2 + |bt|

2 + |ct|
]

dt <∞ (a.s.). (5.17)

For each (ω, t) we define F ∗
t ∈ V ∗, Gt = (Gk

t ) ∈ ℓ2(H) by requiring that

〈ϕ,F ∗
t 〉 = ((1−∆)ϕ, ft(ut,Dut) + γkit (Rhkt (ut))

i),

(u,Gk
t )H = ((1 −∆)ϕ, hkt (ut))

hold for all ϕ ∈ V . By Assumption 5.1 we have

((1 −∆)ϕ, ft(ut,Dut)) ≤ |ϕ|V (θt|ut|L2
+K3|Dut|L2

+ |Ht|L2
),

((1 −∆)ϕ, γkit (Rhkt (ut))
i) ≤ |ϕ|VK1||ht(ut)|ℓ2(R)|L2

≤ K1|ϕ|V (λt|ut|L2
+ |Ft|L2

),
∞
∑

k=1

|((1−∆)ϕ, hkt (ut))|
2

≤ 2|ϕ|2L2
||ht(ut)|ℓ2(Rd)|

2
L2

+ 2||Dϕ|L2
|2|D(ht(ut))|ℓ2(Rd×d)||

2
L2

≤ N |ϕ|2H((λ2t + θ2t )|ut|
2
L2

+K2
2 |Dut|

2
L2

+ F2
t + H2

t ),

which show that
∫ T

0

(

|F ∗
t |

2
V ∗ + |Gt|

2
ℓ2

)

dt <∞ (a.s.). (5.18)

Let us now consider the evolution equation

dvt = (Atvt + a∗
t vt + ctvt + F ∗

t ) dt+ (Bk
t vt + bkt vt +Gk

t ) dw
k
t , (5.19)

vt
∣

∣

t=0
= u0. (5.20)

Then due to (5.16), (5.17) and (5.18) we can apply Theorem 5.1 in [26]
to get that (5.19)-(5.20) has a unique H-solution v = (vt)t∈[0,T ]. Hence
it follows that almost surely (5.4) holds for t ∈ [0, T ] and ψ = (1 − ∆)ϕ
for all divergence-free vector fields ϕ ∈ W

3
2, which implies that v is the

unique H-solution of (5.1)-(5.2). By Proposition 5.2 there is a constant
N = N(d, r) > 0 such that if û ≤ δ/N then u is the unique H-solution to
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(5.1)-(5.2). Consequently, there is a (finite) constant N = N(d, r) > 0 such
that if û ≤ δ/N , then almost surely ut = vt for all t ∈ [0, T ], that finishes
the proof of the theorem. �

Remark 5.1. We note that if in Definition 2.1 of a solution u to (2.1)-(2.2)
we require u ∈ L2([0, T ],V) (a.s.) instead of u ∈ L2([0, T ],V)∩L∞([0, T ],H)
(a.s.), then Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 5.1 remain valid, provided in Assumption
2.2 we assume that λ is a nonnegative constant and κ is a nonnegative
predictable process such that

∫ T

0
κ2t dt <∞ (a.s.),

instead of assuming that λ and κ are nonnegative predictable processes such
that

∫ T

0
λ2t + κt dt <∞ (a.s.).

Proof. Notice that in the proof of Theorem 2.1 we only use u ∈ L∞([0, T ],H)
(a.s.) when we prove that

I :=

∫ T

0
λ2t |ut|

2
L2

+ κt|ut|L2
+ ϑtλt|ut|L2

dt <∞ (a.s.),

see (4.5), (4.7) and (4.8). Clearly, if λ is a nonnegative constant and κ ∈
L2([0, T ],R) (a.s.) then

I ≤ λ2
∫ T

0
|ut|

2
L2
dt+

(

∫ T

0
κ2t dt

)1/2(
∫ T

0
|ut|

2
L2
dt
)1/2

+λ
(

∫ T

0
ϑ2t dt

)1/2(
∫ T

0
|ut|

2
L2
dt
)1/2

<∞ (a.s.),

which proves the remark. �
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[47] G. Prodi, Un teorema di unicità per le equazioni di Navier-Stokes, Ann. Mat. Pura
Appl. 48 (1959), 173–182.

[48] J.C. Robinson, The Navier-Stokes regularity problem. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A 378:
20190526, 2022.

[49] J. Serrin, On the interior regularity of weak solutions of Navier-Stokes equations,
Arch. Rat. Mech. Anal. 9 (1962), 187–195.

[50] R. Temam, Navier-Stokes equations, North-Holland Publishing Company,
Amsterdam-New York-Oxford, 1977.

[51] W. von Wahl, The Equations of Navier-Stokes and Abstract Parabolic Equations,
Springer Fachmedien Wiesbaden GmbH, 1985.
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